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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 18 February 2005 . 
2a)M This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) £3 Claim(s) 1-39 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-39 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 18 February 2005 is/are: a)S accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 185(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

Applicant has amended claims 1-3, 5, 1 4-24 ', 29 and 34. 
Claims 1-39 are still pending. 



Drawings & Specification 

1. The proposed drawing and specification corrections filed on 2/18/2005 have been 
accepted by the Examiner. The corrections to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Claim Objections 

2. Per claim 14, the proposed claim language correction filed on 2/18/2005 has been 
accepted by the Examiner. Correction of the claim language will not be held in abeyance. 



Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-39 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 29 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Anderson 
et al (USPN 6,684,250). 

a. Per claim 29, Anderson et al teach a server computer system, comprising: 

• a storage area containing a network address locator data structure comprising 
meta-tags associated with network addresses; wherein the meta-tags contain 
geographic region information defining regions (Figure IB, col. 8 line 36-col.9 
line 24 and col. 13 lines 1-18; data warehouse for network addresses with records 
and subnet identifiers); and 

• an application configured to: search the network address locator data structure for 
a network address associated with a region in response to receiving a query 
containing geographic location information indicative of a current location of a 
requesting device, wherein the network address being requested by the query is a 
publicly accessible website address belonging to a third-party place of business 
and at which hypertext content accessible via the hypertext transfer protocol is 
located, the content being related to the place of business; and return the network 
address to a requesting entity from which the query was received (col. 8 line 10- 
col,9 line 24, col.9 line 54-65 and col. 14 lines 35-40; provision for data collection 
agents, delivery engine, data collection and analysis system — the delivery of 
geolocation data associated with a network address in response to a user's query 
wherein the website address is retrieved for access to the user). 

b. Claim 34 contains limitations that are substantially similar to claim 29 and is 



therefore rejected under the same basis. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-28, 30-33, 35, 36, 38 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Macpherson et al (USPN 6,845,400) in view of Anderson et al (USPN 
6,684,250). 

a. Per claim 1, Macpherson et al teach a method of locating network addresses 
according to geographic information, comprising: 

• receiving a query for a network address associated with a geographic region, wherein the 
query contains geographic location information indicating a current position of a 
requesting device, wherein the network address being requested is a publicly accessible 
website address belonging to a third-party place of business and at which hypertext 
content accessible via the hypertext transfer protocol is located, the content being related 
to the place of business (Abstract, col.2 line 29-col.4 line 3, col.4 lines 46-67, col.7 line 
56-col.8 line 10 and col.8 line 48-coL9 line 50; subscribers establish connections and 
submit request from which location data is extracted, once established the subscriber may 
request a web page from a content provider via the ISP); 

• parsing the query (col.2 lines 29-62, col.7 line 56-col.8 line 10 and col.7 line 56-col.8 
line 10; location data is extracted from the request); and 

• locating, in a network address locator data structure, geographic region information 
defining the geographic region and satisfying the query according to the geographic 
location information and wherein the network address locator data structure further 
includes the website address in association with the geographic region information (col. 3 
line 30-col.4 line 3 and col.8 line 48-coL9 line 50; content is provided to the subscriber in 
response to the location information of the subscriber and the content requested); and 

• returning at least the website address associated with the geographic region, wherein the 
returned website address is in a form allowing a user of the requesting device to access a 
website at the website address via a web browser (col. 3 lines 30-46, col.7 line 6-col.8 line 



Application/Control Number: 09/886,324 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2141 

10, col. 8 line 48-col.9 line 50; content is provided to the subscriber in response to the 
location information of the subscriber and the content requested). 

Yet Macpherson et al fail to explicitly teach locating network addresses according 
to geographic information and returning website address associated with the geographic region. 
However, Anderson et al disclose delivery of geolocation data associated with a network address 
in response to a user's query wherein the website address is retrieved for access to the user via a 
web browser (col.8 line 10-col.9 line 24, col.9 line 54-65 and col. 14 lines 35-40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Macpherson et al and Anderson et al for the 
purpose of locating and retrieving for the user, network addresses in response to the user's query 
and the user's location; because it would serve to fulfill the user's request and offer convenient 
and efficient services by taking into account the user's location. 

b. Claims 14 and 24 contain limitations that are substantially similar to claim 1 and 
are therefore rejected under the same basis. 

c. Per claim 2, Anderson et al teach the method of claim 1, wherein locating 
comprises spatially matching the geographic region information to geographic location 
information (col.2 line 59-col.4 line 65, col. 7 line 64-col.8 line 9 and col. 15 line 22-col.l6 line 
19). 

d. Claim 22 is substantially similar to claim 2 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

e. Per claim 3, Anderson et al teach the method of claim 2, wherein spatially 
matching comprises determining that at least one point defined by the geographic location 
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information is contained within the geographic region (col. 2 line 59-col.4 line 65, col. 7 line 64- 
col.8 line 9, col. 15 line 22-col.l6 line 19 and col. 16 line 45-col.l7 line 19). 

f. Claim 23 is substantially similar to claim 3 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

g. Per claim 4, Anderson et al teach the method of claim 1, wherein the network 
address locator data structure is a searchable index compiled by at least one spider (col. 9 line 25- 
col.10 line 67 and col. 14 line 44-col.l5 line 8). 

h. Claims 16, 31 and 35 are substantially similar to claim 4 and are therefore 
rejected under the same basis. 

i. Per claim 5, Macpherson et al teach the method of claim 1, wherein locating 
comprises accessing user-defined region information containing at least one region defined by 
the user issuing the query (col. 5 line 14-col.6 line 27). 

j. Claims 17 and 26 are substantially similar to claim 5 and are therefore rejected 
under the same basis. 

k. Per claim 6, Anderson et al teach the method of claim 1, wherein the network 
address locator data structure comprises a plurality of network address entries and associated 
geographic entries (Figure IB, col. 8 line 36-col.9 line 24 and col. 13 lines 1-18). 

1. Claim 18 is substantially similar to claim 6 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

m. Per claim 7, Macpherson et al teach the method of claim 1, wherein the 
geographic location information comprises global positioning system (GPS) coordinates (col. 7 
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lines 5-39; provision for acquiring latitude, longitude, and altitude data which are GPS 
coordinates — and Anderson et al col. 15 lines 52-54). 

n. Claims 8, 9, 19, 20, 21, 30, 32, 33, 38 and 39 are substantially similar to claim 7 
and are therefore rejected under the same basis. 

o. Per claim 10, Anderson et al teach the method of claim 1, wherein the query 
contains search information indicating to a search tool a geographic region search mode (coll 5 
lines 26-32 and col. 16 lines 5-19). 

p. Claims 15 and 25 are substantially similar to claim 10 and are therefore rejected 
under the same basis. 

q. Per claim 11, Anderson et al teach the method of claim 1, wherein the query 
contains search information indicating to a search tool a geographic location search mode and 
wherein locating the geographic region comprises accessing a geographic region entry of the 
network address locator data structure (coL15 line 61 -col. 16 line 19). 

r. Per claim 12, Anderson et al teach the method of claim 1, wherein searching for 
the network addresses comprises processing metatag information retrieved from geographic 
location metatags contained in Web pages, wherein the geographic location metatags comprise a 
geographic location name attribute and an associated content attribute containing the geographic 
region information (col.2 line 20-col.4 line 65, col. 8 line 50-67 and col. 10 lines 61-67). 

s. Per claim 13, Anderson et al teach the method of claim 12, wherein the 
geographic location metatags contain geographic region information for a plurality of regions 
(col.2 line 20-col.4 line 65, col.8 line 50-67 and col.15 line 22-col.l6 line 19). 
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t. Claim 36 is s substantially similar to claim 13 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

u. Per claim 27, Anderson et al teach the method of claim 24, wherein discarding 
comprises accessing user-preference information to eliminate the at least one of the at least two 
network addresses (col.2 line 59-col.3 line 31 and col. 8 line 50-coL9 line 44). 

v. Per claim 28, Anderson et al teach the method of claim 24, wherein displaying 
comprises displaying only the network address associated with a geographic region (col.2 line 
59-col.3 line 31, col.8 line 50-col.9 line 44 and col.23 line 58-col.25 line 28). 

8. Claim 37 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Anderson et al 
(USPN 6,684,250) in view Kubica et al [US 2002/0035432]. 

Per claim 37, Anderson et al teach the data structure of claim 24 as applied 
above, yet fail to distinctly teach the data structure wherein the at least one network address is a 
uniform resource locator. However, Kubica et al teach the provision for using a URL or an IP 
address [paragraphs 0096-0098]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Anderson et al and Kubica et al for the purpose 
of permitting a network address in the form of a URL; because URL is a common format used 
for specifying network address and web addresses and is an obvious feature. 
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Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: Fields el al (USPN 6,412,008), Kelly et al (USPN 6,823,263) and Graham 
et al (USPN 6,871,213). 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kristie Shingles whose telephone number is 571-272-3888. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571-272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kristie Shingles 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2141 
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